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APPENDIX A: SAMPLE
RANDOMIZATION PROCEDURE
(EXPERIMENT 1—CONTROL
CONDITION)

Please click “CONTINUE" to let the system randomly de-
cide the bonus level of each task.

System processing, please wait.

The system has randomly assigned the bonus level for
Task A and Task B.

*  You can carn 6 points for each review you write for Task A.
*  You can carn 10 points for each review you write for Task B.

Both tasks will take exactly 5 minutes to complete and ex-
pire in 24 hours. And they do not differ in terms of difficulty.



Results & Discussion
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EXPERIMENTS 2 A & 2B: MAKINGLESS MONEY—AN ATTENTION-BASEDACCOUNT
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Decision Time & Task Perception.
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FIGURE 1

IMPACT OF TIME FRAME ON THOUGHTS RELATED TO EXPIRATION TIME AND BONUS AMOUNTS (EXPERIMENT 2A)
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Experiment 2B Results & Discussion
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FIGURE 2

IMPACT OF TIME FRAME ON MEASURED ATTENTION TO EXPIRATION TIME AND BONUS AMOUNTS (EXPERIMENT 2B).
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EXPERIMENT 3: OUTCOME SALIENCE ATTENUATES THE MERE URGENCY EFFECT
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EXPERIMENT 4: PERCEIVED BUSYNESS EXACERBATES THE MERE URGENCY EFFECT
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FIGURE 5

IMPACT OF TIME FRAME AND PERCEIVED BUSYNESS ON TASK CHOICE (EXPERIMENT 4)
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